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Puszic Law 601, 79Ta Concress 


The legislation under which the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities operates is Public Law 601, 79th Congress [1946], chapter 
753, 2d session, which provides: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, * * * 


PART 2—RULES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


Rute X 
SEC. 121. STANDING COMMITTEES 
. * « * * - + 
17. Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 
Rute XI 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 


* * * * * * * 

(q) (1) Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(A) Un-American activities. 

(2) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subcommit- 
tee, is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (i) the extent, 
character, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(ii) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American propa- 
ganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and attacks 
the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitution, and 
(iii) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress in any necessary 
remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such 
times and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, 
has recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

- * * * * * * 


Rue XII 
LEGISLATIVE OVERSIGHT BY STANDING COMMITTEES 


Sec. 136. To assist the Congress in appraising the administration of the laws 
and in developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem neces- 
sary, each standing committee of the Senate and the House of Representatives 
shall exercise continuous watchfulness of the execution by the administrative 
agencies concerned of any laws, the subject matter of which is within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee; and, for that purpose, shall study all pertinent reports 


and data submitted to the Congress by the agencies in the executive branch of 
the Government. 
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RULES ADOPTED BY THE 85TH CONGRESS 


House Resolution 6, January 3, 1957 


* a * 7” * ” * 
tuLE X 
STANDING COMMITTEES 


1. There shall be elected by the House, at the commencement of each Con- 
gress, 
* oa * * » * * 
(q) Committee on Un-American Activities, to consist of nine Members. 


* * * * * * “* 


POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES 
* . * . * * + 

17. Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(a) Un-American activities, 

(b) The Committee on Un-American Activities, as a whole or by subeommittee, 
is authorized to make from time to time investigations of (1) the extent, char- 
acter, and objects of un-American propaganda activities in the United States, 
(2) the diffusion within the United States of subversive and un-American prop- 
aganda that is instigated from foreign countries or of a domestic origin and 
attacks the principle of the form of government as guaranteed by our Constitu- 
tion, and (3) all other questions in relation thereto that would aid Congress 
in any necessary remedial legislation. 

The Committee on Un-American Activities shall report to the House (or to the 
Clerk of the House if the House is not in session) the results of any such investi- 
gation, together with such recommendations as it deems advisable. 

For the purpose of any such investigation, the Committee on Un-American 
Activities, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized to sit and act at such times 
and places within the United States, whether or not the House is sitting, has 
recessed, or has adjourned, to hold such hearings, to require the attendance 
of such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents, and 
to take such testimony, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may be issued under 
the signature of the chairman of the committee or any subcommittee, or by any 
member designated by any such chairman, and may be served by any person 
designated by any such chairman or member. 

7 * * OK » * ~ 


26. To assist the House in appraising the administration of the laws and in 
developing such amendments or related legislation as it may deem necessary, 
each standing committee of the House shall exercise continuous watchfulness 
of the execution by the administrative agencies concerned of any laws, the subject 
matter of which is within the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for that 
purpose, shall study all pertinent reports and data submitted to the House by 
the agencies in the executive braneh of the Government, 
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FOREWORD 


Don’t Say Things. What You 
Are Stands Over You the 
While, and Thunders So That 
I Cannot Hear What You Say 
to the Contrary. 


Ralph Waldo Emerson» 
Essay on Social Aims: 

Today the words of Emerson seem lost in the explosion of the atom 
and the soaring success of the earth satellite. As the apparent scien- 
tific successes of man over matter forecast the possible destruction of 
man by his own handiwork, fear has driven many to seek solutions 
based on false premises. 

The masters of international communism, by unscrupulously ex- 
ploiting men and materials, have obtained a measure of scientific 
success. They cite such accomplishments as evidence of the superi- 
ority of their system over a free society. Combined with their claims 
to desire only “peaceful coexistence” and friendly competition with 
other nations, their propaganda has proved tempting to some fearful 
and wishful thinkers in the free ar 

Those tempted to succumb to the allure of Communist propaganda 
would do well to remember, however, that the Communists’ scientific 
achievements run parallel to a steady destruction of human freedom. 

Their achievements do not alleviate the plight of the millions of once 
free people who have been forced into a slave existence within the 
Communist empire. Nor do they alter the basic fact that Com- 
munists in every land are callously furthering the aggressive design 
of their Soviet motherland, which aims at nothing less than a world- 
wide Communist empire built on the ruins of individual freedoms. 

In combating the plague of communism which has infected so 
many human beings, the policies of the free world should be based on 
an unshakable determination to maintain the integrity and freedom of 
man as a child of God, rather than as a thing controlled exclusively by 
material forces. 

This publication presents authoritative sketches of the careers of 
two leaders of Communist captive countries. Both, Enver Hoxha, 
First Secretary of the Albanian Workers’ (Communist) Party, and 
Gheorghe Gheorghiu-Dej, First Secretary of the Rumanian Workers’ 
(Communist) Party, have been longtime leaders of communism in 
their respective countries. It constitutes part of a series of biographies 
of the rulers of the Communist world, prepared for the Committee on 
Un-American Activities by the Legislative Reference Service of the 
Library of Congress. 

Enver Hoxha played an outstanding role in the foundation of the 
Albanian Communist Party. Since his rise to power, Hoxha has 
accomplished his main task of making Albania completely subservient 
to the men behind the walls of the Kremlin. Forced to submit to 
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2 FOREWORD 


the greatest tyrannical power in history, the Albanian people bave 
been reduced to the lowest living standard in Europe. In all matters, 
whether domestic or foreign, Hoxha has consistently walked the long, 
thin Red line. 

Like his counterpart Hoxha, Gheorghe Gheorghiu-Dej has been 
following the dictates of the Kremlin since his earliest days. After 
the forced abdication of King Michael of Rumania in 1947, Gheorghiu- 
Dej and his Communist partners transformed Rumania into a full- 
fledged Iron Curtain satellite of the Kremlin. The infamous deeds 
perpetrated by these men write a record of warning which indeed 
thunders louder than their glittering promises of peace and plenty. 
The free world will heed this warning or perish. 


Francis E, Waiter, Chairman. 





WHO ARE THEY? 


ENVER HOXHA 
(First Secretary of the Albanian Workers’ (Communist) Party) 


If one does not know him, the First Secretary of the Albanian 
Workers’ (Communist) Party, makes an imposing figure; over 6 feet 
tall, attired in distinctive uniforms and bemedaled in the fashion of 
an oriental potentate, he gives the appearance of strength and au- 
thority. Sarcastic and haughty when alone with his lieutenants, 
Enver Hoxha is, however, docile and obsequious in the presence of his 
Russian masters, a ‘‘yes” man responsive to every shifting wind, and 
cursed, his closest collaborators assert, by a ‘conspicuous inferiority 
complex.”” Hoxha is indeed a moral weakling, an ideal Communist 
type to do the bidding of Moscow. 

Paradoxically, Hoxha is called a ‘‘champion” of the ‘Workers’ 
Party,” although he himself was never a worker; he is also called a 
revolutionary, although his prewar revolutionary activities were 
largely confined to heated political conversations in the cafes of Tirana. 
Enver Hoxha is of “bourgeois” origin. He was born in Gjinokaster, 
in southern Albania, on October 16, 1908, the son of a small land- 
holder. As a student at the former French Lycée in Koritsa, said 
to be the cradle of Albanian communism, Hoxha, along with many of 
his Albanian Communist companions of today, came under the 
influence of socialist professors from Paris. From them he received 
his first introduction to the ideas of Karl Marx. In 1930, Hoxha 
was awarded a state scholarship to study natural sciences at Mont- 
pelier University in France. When, a year later, the Albanian 
Government was forced to discontinue the scholarship, owing to 
academic failure, Hoxha proceeded to Paris. Later he became a 
secretary to the Albanian consul general in Brussels. For misconduct 
he was dismissed in 1936. On his return to Albania, Hoxha was 
appointed a teacher of French, first at the Tirana State High School 
and shortly afterwards at the French School in Koritsa, where he 
served from 1936 to 1939. In Albania, Hoxha continued his political 
agitation against the National Government. In 1939, he was arrested 
on charges of conspiracy and imprisoned briefly. 

During the Italian occupation of Albania, which began in April 
1939, Hoxha organized a Communist-led underground movement, 
using a tobacco shop in Tirana as a “front.” In 1941, Hoxha, with 
Yugoslav assistance, played a prominent role in the founding of the 
Albanian Communist Party and was elected Secretary General of the 
provisional Central Committee of the party. Two years later, he 
was again assigned to the same post, but on a permanent basis. 

During World War II, Hoxha led the Anti-Fascist National Libera- 
tion Movement. The shifting political and military events in Al- 
bania paralleled closely the course of affairs in Yugoslavia which led 
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4 WHO ARE THEY? 


to Tito’s success. As a result of the political alinements which de- 
veloped in 1943-44, Hoxha succeeded in securing a distinct advantage 
over other groups contesting for power. At a conference at Permet 
on May 24, 1944, Hoxha was made political and military chief of the 
National Liberation Forces, tat besing at that time a few thousand 
men, and at the Conference of Berat in October of the same year he 
became Premier of the provisional ‘anti-Fascist government. At the 
end of 1944 the German military forces finally withdrew from Albania 
under attack from Allied aircraft and troops of the Albanian resistance 
movements. For a variety of complex reasons Hoxha and his Com- 
munist partners were left in undisputed control of Albania. 

In a manner consistent with postwar practic es in other parts of 
Eastern Europe, Hoxha called for “elections” to the Constituent 
Assembly in the fall of 1945. Only a single list of candidates was 
allowed, and all forms of opposition were suppressed and outlawed, 
w ith the result that the Communist-led “Democratic Front” achieved 
an “overwhelming” victory. When the People’s Republic of Albania 
was proclaimed in January 1946, Hoxha became its President, 
Premier, and Commander in Chief of the armed forces. 

Soviet intrigues and the unswerving compliance of Albanian Com- 
munists with the Moscow policy of using anti-Fascist liberation move- 
ments as an instrument or, better, as a “blind” in the seizure of power, 
were the principal factors which have contributed to the establishment 
of Hoxha’s dictatorship in Albania. 

Since his rise to power, Hoxha’s main goal has been to transform his 
native Albania virtually into a constituent part of the U.S.S.R. For 
over a decade he has now carried out the Moscow precepts for estab- 
lishing satellite states to the finest detail. The so-called ‘‘Dictator- 
ship of the Proletariat” obtains in Albania. Political freedom does 
not exist; rather, an unscrupulous Communist regime prevails and 
rules by terror, intrigue, and suppression. Recently, Hoxha’s alter 
ego, Premier Mehmet Shehu, remarked that the ‘police and the secu- 
rity service state organs’ were ‘dear’ to the Albanian people; that 
Albania was ‘‘a democratic state where the people is master’’; and 
that, ‘‘we have a democratic constitution” in Albania.’ How a politi- 
cal leader, apparently in dead seriousness, could make such a declara- 
tion grossly distorting the existing reality is hard to comprehend. For, 
as is well known, Hoxha has established and maintains his power 
through a ruthless campaign of terror. Camille M. Cianfarra, the 
late correspondent of The New York Times, reported early in the 
postwar era that from the end of 1944 to June 1946, 10,000 to 15,000 
persons were imprisoned in Albania and that about 3,000 were either 
killed or missing.* It has recently been said that even this figure is 
far below the actual number imprisoned and killed. Another source 
revealed that Hoxha instituted mass purges and assassinations in his 
drive for power which eventually brought to an end even the life of 
his chief executioner, Koci Xoxe, the Minister of Interior and Chief 
of Police. It is also affirmed that Hoxha is responsible in all for the 
death of some 50,000 Albanians in a country of a little more than 
1 million. Moreover, in 1954, thousands were reported to have been 
imprisoned in more than 19 concentration camps.* 

i Salisbury, Harrison E., Albania Urges United States Tie, but Searns Dulles Policy, The New York 
Times, August 29, 1957, p. 1. 
2 Ebon, Martin, World Communism Today, New York, McGraw-Hill, 1948, p. 134. 


$U. 8. Congress, Senate, Committee on Foreign Relations, Tensions Within the Soviet Captive Coun- 
tries; Albar iia, 83d Cong, Is st sess., Washington, U.S. Government Printing Office, 1944, p. 152, 
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There is no doubt that communism could not have been imposed 
upon Albania without Hoxha’s mass repressions. Private propert 
has been confiscated; industry nationalized; agriculture collectivized; 
a system of forced labor instituted, Hoxha’s actions against religion 
have been especially ruthless: Churchmen have been murdered, and 
church property confiscated. Education, too, has become a singular 
prerogative of the Communist state. That Hoxha would not permit 
any genuine freedom of thought under his regime is illustrated by his 
declaration of educational policy, upon which all education in Albania 
is now based: 

The school * * * must transmit to the working masses the ideas and principles 
of the party, its aims and duties; it must * * * [instill] the new socialist principles 
of education; it must educate the children of all the strata of the population on the 
sources of these principles; it must fight against any alien ideology and against 
any foreign influence on youth.! 

Presently, Hoxha, as first secretary of the Albanian Workers’ 
(Communist) Party and chief agent of Moscow, rules Albania through 
the party apparatus of almost 49,000 members. Using the party as 
the primary instrument of control, Hoxha has achieved the sovietiza- 
tion of his country to an appalling extent. Last year, Harrison Salis- 
bury, correspondent of The New York Times, toured Albania and set 
down his impressions in a series of articles. Outstanding among his 
impressions was the omnipresence of Soviet influence in the country. 
For years a Times correspondent in Moscow, Mr. Salisbury was 
uniquely qualified to make the following comparison: 

To all practical purposes Albania today is—except in name—a republic of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

She has almost the same laws, the same ways of doing business, the same agri- 
cultural system, the same industrial system, the same party shibboleths. She 
even has the Moscow radio twice a day, for an hour at a time, transmitting over 
the Albanian state network. 

In a week of intensive investigation this correspondent could not discover one 
iota of difference between the Albanian state system and that of, say, Kazakhstan 
or Georgia, in the Soviet Union.* 

So faithfully has Hoxha adhered to Moscow that it would be difficult 
to distinguish between prevailing attitudes in the leadership of 
Albania and any Soviet republic in matters of domestic and foreign 
policy. At Moscow’s behest, Hoxha relinquished his post as Premier 
to Shehu in July 1954, apparently in keeping with the prevailing 
trend of that time. In economic and social matters, Hoxha has trod 
the thin red line. In foreign policy, too, he has been a reliable arm 
of the Kremlin. In the early years of the cold war, when it was 
Moscow’s policy to exacerbate relations with the West, Hoxha, in 
cooperation with Yugoslav Communists, obliged by stirring up fires 
of international controversy, for instance, in the famous Corfu case 
involving two British destroyers which had been struck by Albanian 
mines. Hoxha also aided the Greek Communist rebels, supplying 
them with arms and munitions and offering them concealment in 
Albania for operations across the border. This attitude brought 
down upon Hoxha the condemnation of the United Nations. When 
Yugoslavia broke with the Cominform in 1948, Hoxha took the lead 

1 Quoted in U. S. Congress, House, Select Committee on Communist Aggression, Communist Takeover 


and Occupation of Albania, Special Report No, 13, 83d Cong., 2d sess., Washington, U. 8. Government 
Printing Office, 1954, p. 16. 


2 Salisbury, Harrison E., Chance for West Seen in Albania, The New York Times, September 13, 1957, 
p. 8. 
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in attacking Tito, and used severe repressive measures against 
potential Titoists in Albania, as Koci Xoxe. According to Hoxha, 

The Fascists of Belgrade with the agent, Judas Tito on top, are the most 
dangerous enemies and the cleverest, against our party and the fatherland. * * * 
We should bear in mind that Titoism administers its blows against the healthy 
elements of the party, against its bolshevik unity, and against the principles and 
rules of the party.’ 

It is a fact that the Yugoslavs played an important role in estab- 
lishing the Albanian Communist Party and this probably had relevance 
to the severity of Hoxha’s invective and the hostility of his views 
But it is also notable that Hoxha’s government was the last satellite 
regime to fall in line with the coexistence policy lately established by 
Moscow and the position which called for healing the breach with 
Tito. As the Czechoslovak Communist leaders who would not 
“rehabilitate” Rudolph Slansky executed for Titoism, Hoxha, too, 
would not ‘forgive’ Xoxe whose case bears a striking similarity. 
However, new orders from Moscow forced Hoxha to change the tune. 
Thus, at the Third Congress of the Albanian Communist Party in the 
spring of 1956, he remarked in reference to Yugoslavia: 

We are determined to bury the bitter past. There exist no more obstacles 
to the reinforcement of sincere friendship between our two states and parties.? 

Nonetheless, Hoxha continued to hold serious exceptions to the re- 
conciliation with Tito and, as before, in the period of accord he 
criticized the type of ‘ ‘national” communism evolving in Yugoslavia 
as well as in Poland. These views brought recriminations from Tito 
in his Pula speech on November 11, 1956, and, in apparent retaliation, 
the execution by Hoxha of three alleged ‘‘Titoist spies.” 

On the question of de-Stalinization, Hoxha was entirely submissive. 


For years, Hoxha practically deified Stalin. Indeed, when Stalin 
died, Hoxha assembled the people of Tirana in the city’s biggest square 
and made them take a 2,000 word oath of “eternal fidelity” and 
“oratitude” to their “beloved father” and “great liberator,” to whom 


”? 


they owed “everything.” However, in 1956, in his report to the 
Third Congress of the Albanian Workers’ (Communist) Party— 
inspired by the “precious decisions” of the Soviet 20th Party Congress 
in Moscow, Hoxha repudiated Stalin, the dead Soviet dictator, accus- 
ing him of “open and shameful deviation from the Leninist principle 
of collective leadership.” * 

In each respect, Hoxha proved to be a reliable and valuable agent 
for Moscow. He has provided the Russians with a strategically 
important base for any future military and naval operations in the 
Mediterranean area and in the Middle East. NATO commanders 
have long been concerned with Albanian-Soviet relations as they 
affected the strategic Mediterranean. Reports in 1957 disclosed that 
the Russians have fortified the sizable island of Saseno off the Albanian 
coast, and have constructed there a strong submarine base, reportedly 
assuring bombproof shelters for approximately 30 vessels. Further- 
more, the Russians have fortified and improved the harbor of Valona 
on the Albanian mainland and built at least five airfields inland capable 
of handling modern jet fighters, bombers, and long-range transports.‘ 

1 An address before the Second Congress of the Albanian Workers’ Party, Tirana, March 31, 1952, 
2The Times (London) December 17, 1956, p. 7. 
? The Economist, vol. 179. June 16, 1956, p. 1110. 


4Gervasi, Frank, Albania Is a Valuable Soviet Military Base, The Washington Star, February 17, 
1957, p. 27. 
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The harsh consequence that Hoxha’s regime has brought to the 
Albanian people is not a matter of speculation. Forced to endure the 
policies of their Communist masters, the Albanian people have been 
reduced to the lowest level of poverty. A traveler in Albania recently 
described the people there as being ‘‘bitterly poor” and “harrassed,” 
with a living standard the “lowest or close to the lowest in Europe.” 
Only in distant areas of Siberia or Central Asia was one likely to see 
“so many ragged, destitute persons,” according to this observer! Ra- 
tioning still exists in Hoxha’s Albania, the only country behind the 
Iron Curtain where it has not been abolished, and there is little hope 
that it will end before 1960. For improvements, such as they are 
the Albanians have had to pay dearly, and, as the London Economist 
observed, the hardships imposed upon them are “appalling.” * 

Life in Albania today is like that in a Soviet armed camp. Com- 
munist control is total. Economic ills and social maladies long be- 
setting the people have been compounded and exacerbated by forced 
subservience to Soviet Russia. More than being a political tool of 
the Soviet Union, Albania is bound to the Soviet bloc because of its 
complete economic submission. 

The responsibility for the tragic fate of captive Albania rests with 
a favorite son of Moscow and the faithful servant of the world Com- 
munist movement: Enver Hoxha. He cannot escape the inevitable 
verdict that a decade and a half of his rule has brought only misery, 
suffering and poverty to the once proud Albanian people. 


1 Salisbury, Harrison E., Albania Is Emerging From Isolation, the New York Times, September 9, 1957, 


Dp. . 
2'The Economist, vol, 179, June 16 1956, p, 1110, 








GHEORGHE GHEORGHIU-DEJ 
(First Secretary of the Rumanian Workers’ (Communist) Party) 


There can be no mistake about the fact that Gheorghe Gheorghiu- 
Dej, the Rumanian Communist leader, has been a faithful and willing 
servant of Moscow. A tool of the Kremlin for practically his entire 
adult life, Gheorghiu-Dej was, as one student of the Communist move- 
ment put it, tundoubtadly the man in whom the Soviet Military Com- 
mand in Rumania had most confidence.” ! 

According to British Air Vice Marshal Arthur Gould Lee, the 
biographer of King Michael of Rumania, Gheorghiu-Dej was a 
“fanatical abusive idealist.” 2 And Queen Helen, the Queen Mother 
of Rumania, said this of Gheorghiu-Dej in describing a harangue he 
made on the “blessings” which the Communist Republic would bring 
to Rumania: “This was the first time in my life * * * that I ever 
saw a Communist at close quarters expounding his creed. He was 
consumed by a kind of religious fervour: his eyes glowed with fire 
like a fanatic.” * As a revolutionary leader Gheorghiu-Dej was ruth- 
less, daring in the extreme, and completely careless of human life. 
His talent as a leader is known not less than his phenomenal ability 
to shift blame upon others to save his own skin. 

Slight of build, Gheorghiu-Dej does not strike one as being a man 
of overpowering personality, His face is long, his complexion swarthy, 
his eyes clear. His high forehead and greying temples are topped by 
thinning black hair. ‘His large mouth often wears an expression of 
disdain. His ability to combine the appearance of simplicity and 
sincerity with conspiratorial fervor, ruthless abandon, and intense 
loyalty to Moscow has contributed largely to his success thus far. 

The son of a poor laborer from Barlad, Moldavia, Gheorghiu-Dej 
had only an elementary schooling. But what he lacked in formal 
education, he made up in native intelligence. Persons close to 
Rumanian affairs state that he is able, shrew d, persistent, but adapt- 
able, and above all, the possessor of an inc isive mind. 

Despite his 56 years, 7 manecthd Dej is known among Rumanians 
for his high living. A divorced man and father of two spoiled daugh- 
ters, Gheorghiu-Dej has at his services mistresses who are reportedly 
the occasion of much gossip circulating throughout Rumania. Al- 
though Gheorghiu-Dej has boasted that he never wore a collar before 
he became a minister in the Communist-dominated Rumanian 
Government, he does not disdain the practice of wearing the homburg, 
probably the most “bourgeois” article of men’s formal attire. 

Before becoming established as a railw ay worker, Gheorghiu-Dej 
was employed as a shoemaker’s apprentice, worked in a lumber mill 
and a textile factory, and at one time served as an electrician’s appren- 
tice. In 1929, he joined the illegal Rumanian Communist Party 


oe Rumania in 1952: A Political Analysis of the Economic Crisis, Problems of Communism, No. 3, 
52: 22 


? Lee, Air Vice Marshal Arthur Gould, Crown Against Sickle: The Story of King Michael of Rumania; 
London, Hutchinson & Co., Ltd., 1950, p. 94. 
3 Ibid., p. 167. 
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while working for the Rumanian State Railroads in Galatz and served 
as Secretary General of the Communist-dominated railway workers’ 
union in the early 1930’s. In 1932, he was dismissed, presumably 
because of illegal activities among the workers. In February of the 
following year, he achieved fame in Communist Rumanian annals 
when he organized and led the massive violent strike of 7,000 railway 
workers at the Grivitza Works in Bucharest. Moscow and the Third 
International ordered this strike for the purpose of using the railroad 
workers as their most promising instrument for terrorizing Rumania. 
Intentionally, the Communists placed women and children at the 
gates of the railroad shops to lend pathos to the uprising and render 
more difficult any action to restore law and order. In subsequent 
clashes between the Communists and Government forces doubtless 
many innocent women and children were injured, and for this outrage 
Gheorghiu-Dej, as the leader, bears the responsibility. As Reuben H. 
Markham wrote of Gheorghiu-Dej and his part in the strike of 1933: 
He was hard—to the bitter end. « He did not quail at the sight of blood. He 
threw women and children, the ill and infirm into battle. Through the din and 


noise, the clash of steel, and shrieks of children he showed himself utterly loyal 
to the ‘“‘great Communist Motherland, the U. 8. 8. R.” He passed his test. 


For his part in the strike Gheorghiu-Dej was arrested and imprisoned 
for 12 years; part of his term was spent in the Transylvanian town 
of Dej. It was there that he added “Dej” to his last name. But 
imprisonment did not impair the ambition of Gheorghiu-Dej to be 
the leader of Rumanian communism. He faithfully carried on his 
Communist activities, and even conspired to displace a hated rival by 
accusing the Secretary General of the party, a man known as Foris, 
of being a Fascist spy. Ana Pauker, Vasile Luca, and other Ru- 
manian Communist leaders were said to have supported Gheorghiu- 
Dej in his struggle for power. Subsequently, he reportedly brought 
about the execution of Foris in prison. During imprisonment he 
was also elected to membership in the Central Committee of the 
party. 

For Gheorghiu-Dej the great moment of “deliverance” came in the 
summer of 1944 when the Red army crossed into Rumania. On 
August 13, 1944, 10 days before the coup d’etat which brought Ru- 
mania on the Allied side of the war, Gheorghiu-Dej was released from 
prison, a gesture, it was said, to placate the Soviet Union. A few 
months later, Gheorghiu-Dej, who was among the leadership of, 
reportedly, some 1,000 Communists in the nation and who was 
wholly reliable as far as Moscow was concerned, was taken into the 
government as Minister of Communications. 

From this period until earty 1948, Rumania was gradually reduced 
from the status of an independent nation to a full-fledged satellite 
of the Soviet Union. In bringing about this forced transition Gheor- 
ghiu-Dej played a role of major importance. In fact, as Secretary 
General of the Rumanian Communist Party and by holding such 
posts in the Government as President of the Supreme Economic 
Council, Minister of National Economy, President of the State 
Planning Commission, and First Vice Premier, Gheorghiu-Dej was a 
prime mover in imposing communism on Rumania. ‘Two dramatic 
incidents stand out in the events leading to Rumania’s enslavement 
and Gheorghiu-Dej’s part in it: The dismissal of the Radescu Goy- 
ernment and the forced abdication of King Michael. 


} Markham, Reuben H., Rumania under the Soviet Yoke, Boston, Meador Publishing Co., 1949, p, 249. 
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In January 1945, Gheorghiu-Dej and Ana Pauker were ordered to 
Moscow by Soviet authorities. It later became clear that, while there 
they were instructed to take the first major step toward seizing total 
power: to establish a pro-Communist coalition government in Rumania 
with a Communist program. Returning to Bucharest, Gheorghiu-Dej 
and Pauker instigated a vicious propaganda campaign and purpose- 
fully staged incidents directed toward undermining the government of 
Gen. Nicolae Radescu. At public meetings and in radio broadcasts 
Gheorghiu-Dej bitterly attacked Radescu, and demanded his dismissal. 
The Premier was unable to reply since Soviet authorities controlled 
the press, radio, and all other means of communication. In a further 
attempt to discredit the Radescu Government, particularly by casting 
doubt upon its ability to maintain order, Gheorghiu-Dej staged an 
attack upon the workers at the Malaxa Works in Bucharest who had 
just voted against Communist control of their work committees. The 
outbreak of disorder on February 19, 1945, marked the beginning of a 
series of incidents in a calculated plan. .On February 24, 3,000—4,000 
persons, demonstrating in Palace Square, shouted their demands, 
“Down with Radescu and the Fascists’ and “We want Groza.” 
Shots dispersed the mob, but the Communist instigators charged the 
Radescu Government with responsibility for those killed. Three 
days later, Soviet Deputy Commissar Andrei Vishinsky arrived in 
Bucharest, demanded that Radescu be dismissed and stated that 
Petru Groza, a politician with “leftist”? sympathies, was the only 
acceptable choice for the Soviet Union. Pressed on all sides and 
clearly with no other alternative at hand, the King was forced to yield. 
On March 6, the Groza cabinet assumed power. Communists and 
their fellow-travelers were thus placed in control in Rumania. 

In the final destruction of the monarchy and the establishment of 
the so-called People’s Republic, Gheorghiu-Dej played an even 
more prominent role. By the end of 1947 the Communists had taken 
Rumania well along the way to complete sovietization. Economic, 
political, and religious freedoms were fast vanishing; the only barrier 
to establishing a People’s Republic along the Soviet pattern was the 
peteanen of King Michael. This last obstacle was removed on Decem- 
yer 30, 1947. On that day Premier Groza and Gheorgiu-Dej had an 
audience with the King and the Queen Mother, in the course of which 
they informed the King that the purpose of their visit was to demand 
his abdication. Throughout the entire audience Gheorgiu-Dej 
reportedly maintained an air of quiet reserve, except for one 
momentary fanatical outburst in defense of communism. Even upon 
meeting the Queen Mother, he kissed her hand “with niceaiiiaeis 
politeness.” + This act of feigned obeisance was characteristic of a 
devious man who could combine brutality and the appearance of 
civility with remarkable ease. While Groza—the instrument of 
Gheorghiu-Dej, Pauker, Luca, and ultimately of the U. S. S. R.— 
seemed to take the initiative, Gheorghiu-Dej stood quietly by, 
interceding, however, at critical moments virtually to blackmail the 
King into abdicating. When King Michael reminded Gheorghiu-Dej 
of his duty to the Rumanian people, Gheorghiu-Dej responded: 

Your Majesty gives the very reason why you must go * * * You are an unsettling 
influence, and while you are here there will always be trouble. Every reactionary 
looks to your person as an inspiration for resistance. More than that * * * we 


1 Lee, op. cit., p. 165. 
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know that you have been in touch with these people, plotting against us with the 
British and Americans. We shall tolerate this position no longer.! 


The King denied these charges vigorously, but Gheorghiu-Dej 
continued: 


In the evidence taken against Maniu [the Rumanian National Peasant Party 
leader] and the other Fascist traitors * * * there were many statements that 
incriminated Your Majesty. Of course we could not really believe that you were 
mixed up in these affairs. We've never used this evidence, and we've tried to 
hide it, because we esteem you, but if there were any trouble, we should not be 
able to prevent it all coming out, and then how could we stop the law from taking 


its course? ? 

King Michael realized that he was in fact being threatened with 
arrest as a ‘Fascist traitor.” 

Gheorghiu-Dej and Groza then confronted King Michael with a 
decree of abdication, demanding that he sign it without delay and 
warning that if he were obstinate, it would mean disaster for the 
country. To the Queen Mother, who stressed how much the people 
loved her son, Gheorghiu-Dej cynically responded: 

Your Majesty should not place too much importance on the feelings of the 
people * * * Yesterday they were told to love the King, and they loved him. 
Today they are told to love us, and they will? 

During the audience, communications in the palace were severed; 

the King’s guards were seized; and the palace grounds surrounded by 
the troops of the pro-Soviet Tudor Vladimireseu. With Gheorghiu- 
De} at his side, Groza reminded King Michael: 
We hold the key position, and everything is organized, as you cam see. All 
orders have been issued, and if we are not out of this house soon, with the abdica- 
tion signed, the Government will strike. We shall make thousands of arrests 
by evening. There will be bloodshed, civil war perhaps, but the responsibility 
will be yours. After that I won’t answer for anybody's safety—yours, or even 
Her Majesty’s.* 

Faced with a threat of a civil war, the young King signed the notice 
of abdication in the interest of the welfare of the Rumanian people, 
saying: “There is no way out * * * I had better get this awful 
thing over.”’® 

Groza, obviously pleased with his part in the proceedings, then 
approached the Queen Mother, and patting his sidepocket, remarked: 
“Feel what I’ve got here.” As the Queen Mother drew back, Groza 
exposed the butt of a Browning automatic pistol, and remarked with 
a mocking laugh that he wasn’t taking any chances on seeing their 
plans upset. In dead seriousness, Gheorghiu-Dej issued the final 
warning. “Remember,” he said— 


‘no more contacts with the British or Americans, or any foreign legations, whether 
direct or through go-betweens. Don’t try to get in touch with any of your friends, 
or there will be trouble for them. ” 6 


It was then nearly 3 o’clock. In this audience, which had lasted 
almost 3 painful hours, the Rumanian people were stripped of the last 
institution reminiscent of their national past as an independent, 
sovereign nation. His insidious work done, Gheorghiu-Dej, who had 
already kissed the hand of the Queen Mother in a formal gesture of 


1 Tbid., p. 167. 
3 Ibid., pp. 167-168. 
3 Tbid., p. 170. 
‘ Ibid., p. 173. 
‘ Ibid., p. 173. 
* Ibid., p. 174. 
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arting, crossed the room impulsively and, like a 20th century Judas, 
issed again the hand of his former sovereign. 

After the forced abdication of the King, Gheorghiu-Dej, his Com- 
munist colleagues, and fellow travelers imposed upon Rumanians 

eater demands for adherence to the Soviet model so that before long 
See was transformed into a full-fledged Soviet satellite. Political 
freedom was suppressed; political parties were abolished; religious 
freedom was completely obliterated: and the entire Rumanian eco- 
nomy was forced into a Soviet straitjacket. 

As a key Government leader, First Vice Premier (April 1948-June 
1952) and Premier (June 1952—October 1955), Gheorghiu-Dej was an 
effective agent in doing the bidding of Moscow. In the party organ- 
ization, he eventually assumed uncontested control, after successfully 
doing away with the Pauker-Luca faction in 1952. In both capacities, 
as Government and party leader, Gheorghiu-Dej shifted with every 
turn occurring in the Moscow line. As a founder of the Cominform, 
Gheorghiu-Dej denounced Tito as a “Judas Fascist’? when it was in 
vogue to do so after Tito’s defection in June 1948. But, following the 
example of Moscow, he willingly signed an accord with Tito in June 
1956 establishing party and Government ties. Still more recently 
when Moscow harshly criticized the Yugoslav Communists for under- 
mining the “purity” of Marxist-Leninist doctrine, Gheorghiu-Dej 
dutifully joined his voice to the chorus of world Communists, de- 
nouncing “revisionists and reformers.” He damned the United States, 
its policies, and actions in the most vitriolic manner during the 
Stalinist era, but soft-pedaled criticism and even pretended to act as a 
civilized head-of-state in the days prior to the Hungarian revolution. 
When Moscow established a ‘collective leadership,” Gheorghiu-Dej 
followed the example. He divorced his offices of First Secretary of 
the party and Premier of the Government at a moment’s notice from 
Moscow. 

Gheorghiu-Dej has fulfilled his role as an obedient and unquestion- 
ing agent for Moscow with uncommon skill, effectiveness, and loyalty. 
Regarded as a ‘‘Moscow favorite,” Gheorghiu-Dej has received the 
coveted award among world Communists, the Soviet ‘Hammer and 
Sickle’ medal. Nor has he been ungrateful to his masters. In a 
recent massive May Day parade he took pains to demonstrate that 
he put solidarity of the Soviet bloc above national aspirations. And 
on the occasion of the ninth anniversary of “Liberation” he said: 
Our people will forever retain boundless gratitude and the most profound respect 
for the Soviet people and their valiant armed forces which, under the leadership 
of the glorious Communist Party of the Soviet Union, have saved the peoples of 
Europe and Asia from the threat of Fascist enslavement and shed their blood for 
the liberation of Rumania and other countries from the imperialist yoke.' 

Gheorghiu-Dej has every reason to be thankful for the protection 
given him by the Soviet Union: The Hungarian Revolution of October, 
1956, has dramatically revealed that deep fissures permeated the al- 
leged Communist Rumanian monolith. Reports during those tragic 
days disclosed that rioting in Rumania had broken out among students 
and also among the Transylvanian Hungarians who sympathized 
deeply with their kin acrossthe border. Welles Hangen, the New 
York Times correspondent in Bucharest, commented on November 1, 


1 Gheorghiu-Dej, Gheorghe, Ninth Anniversary of the Liberation of Our Homeland. Bucharest, Pub- 
lishing House of the Rumanian Institute for Cultural Relations with Foreign Countries, 1953, p. 6. 
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1956, that Soviet troops offered “the only sure guaranty’ for the 
continuation of the Communist regime in Rumania.! 

Gheorghiu-Dej is well aware of the extent to which his rule depends 
on the attitude of the Kremlin. Despite the promised removal of 
Soviet troops from Rumanian soil, the presence of Soviet armed forces 
on the Soviet-Rumanian border will continue to shape domestic 
developments inside Communist Rumania, On the other hand, the 
interests of the Kremlin and of Communist leadership in Rumania are 
so interwoven that Moscow need not fear the loyalty of its agent in 
Bucharest. 

Next year will mark the anniversary of 30 years’ service of 
Gheorghiu-Dej in the ranks of communism. In his loyalties to the 
“Communist Motherland,” he has never faltered; nor has the intensity 
of his beliefs abated ; rather Gheorghiu-Dej has become in these decades 


a hardened servant of the world Communist conspiracy guided and 
controlled from Moscow. 


i The New York Times, November 1, 1956, p. 1. 
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